For some time, concern has been expressed by persons interested in legal communication about t h e effects o f incident a l l e a r n i n g f r o m television programs upon t h e attitudes and beliefs people h o l d about t h e courtroom process.
For some time, concern has been expressed by persons interested in legal communication about t h e effects o f incident a l l e a r n i n g f r o m television programs upon t h e attitudes and beliefs people h o l d about t h e courtroom process.
Television programs such as P e r r y Mason o r Hawkins, which revolved a r o u n d t h e activities o f lawyers, presented a simplistic, often false, view o f t h e legal process.
Many persons feared t h a t viewers learned false and harmful information about t h e legal process b y watching these programs.
T h i s question i s d i f f i c u l t t o research in t h e United
States because o f t h e v a r i e d 'presentations o n television conc e r n i n g courtroom activities.
In Canada, however, it i s easier t o research t h e effects o f these programs since 1)
Effects s t u d y
Canadian television has been dominated by American legal E a s i e r Here programs, and 2) Canadian courtroom procedures are much d i f f e r e n t f r o m those i n t h e U n i t e d States. I f Canadians learn beliefs about courtroom procedures f r o m television programs which t h e y watch, t h e n t h e y will o n l y know about practices in U n i t e d States courtrooms and b e i g n o r a n t about u n i q u e Canadian procedures.
U n t i l t h e summer o f 1975 United States television programs about lawyers dominated Canadian television.
I n t h e summer o f 1975, a f t e r t h i s research was conducted, t h e Canadian Broadcasting Corporation began a series o f television programs dramatizing actual legal cases in a factual courtroom setting.
T h i s program employed actors as
t h e witnesses in t h e case and utilized Canadian lawyers and judges in t h e dramatization p l a y i n g t h e role o f judge and lawyers.
T h u s q u i t e a b i t o f realism was b r o u g h t t o t h e television screen.
I t must b e remembered, however, t h a t t h e p r e s e n t research was conducted p r i o r t o t h e showing o f t h i s C. B. C. program o n Canadian television.
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Tate, Hawrish, and C l a r k (1974) have summarized t h e differences between United States, B r i t i s h , a n d Canadian judicial systems in j u r y selection.
I n t h e Canadian system lawyers a r e able t o g e t a l i s t o f prospective j u r o r s f r o m t h e s h e r i f f a t least t h r e e d a y s p r i o r t o t h e t r i a l .
T h e l i s t will contain t h e names and addresses o f a t least f o r t y -e i g h t (48) p r o s p e c t i v e j u r o r s .
T h e lawyer i s f r e e t o obtain o t h e r i n f o rmation which h e o r she considers r e l e v a n t about each prospect i v e j u r o r w i t h o u t questioning o r t a l k i n g d i r e c t l y t o t h e i n d i v i d u a l .
I n t h e courtroom each lawyer m u s t accept o r reject each j u r o r when h i s o r h e r name i s called f o r service o n t h e j u r y .
Some lawyers will t a k e a q u i c k look a t t h e prospective j u r o r as t h e y r i s e before announcing acceptance o r rejection.
T h e lawyer may challenge t h e p r o s p e c t i v e j u r o r f o r cause o r p e r e m p t o r i l y .
I n t h e p e r e m p t o r y challenge, t h e lawyer simply asks t h a t a prospective j u r o r b e excluded f r o m t h e J u r y S e l e c t i o n j u r y .
Defense a t t o r n e y s a r e allowed a c e r t a i n number o f D i f f e r s i n L1.S. p e r e m p t o r y challenges depending u p o n t h e s e v e r i t y o f t h e crime. T h e p r o s e c u t o r i s allowed a smaller number o f perempt o r y challenges b u t has t h e power t o ask a j u r o r t o stand b y . I f asked t o " s t a n d b y " t h e j u r o r waits u n t i l all j u r o r s a r e chosen f o r t h e t r i a l . I n t h e case t h a t t h e r e a r e n o t s u f f i c i e n t p r o s p e c t i v e j u r o r s o n t h e l i s t who a r e satisfactory t o b o t h sides, those persons who were asked t o "stand b y " will b e placed on t h e j u r y in o r d e r in w h i c h t h e i r names were called.
I f a j u r o r is challenged f o r cause, t h a t is, f o r n o t being i n d i f f e r e n t in t h e t r i a l , v o i r d i r e , will b e conducted b y two --j u r o r s already selected.
Canadian lawyers d o n o t have t h e same o p p o r t u n i t y t o question p r o s p e c t i v e j u r o r s t h a t lawyers in t h e U n i t e d States have d u r i n g in t h e selection processes.
I n Canada few challenges f o r cause a r e utilized, --v o i r d i r e procedures a r e limited t o investigation f o r cause and hearings on evidence in t h e absence o f j u r o r s .
T h e r e a r e o t h e r differences between Candaian and United States courtrooms more apparent t o t h e l a y person t h a n j u r y selections procedures.
I n Canada, those who t e s t i f y u s u a l l y stand; however, if t h e testimony will t a k e a r e l a t i v e l y long time, o r t h e i n d i v i d u a l i s ill, t h e j u d g e u s u a l l y permits t h e i n d i v i d u a l t o s i t down.
A n o t h e r d i f f e r e n c e e x i s t s i n t h e way lawyers d r e s s in c o u r t .
I n Canadian high courts, lawyers must wear black gowns while in t h e courtroom.
No informal a t t i r e , such as business suits, i s allowed in a Canadian courtroom as lawyers a r e expected t o r e f l e c t t h e s t a t u s o f t h e c o u r t by wearing robes.
I n r e c e n t years some Canadian judges have reaffirmed t h i s p r i n c i p l e b y e n f o r c i n g t h e d r e s s regulations when lawyers have been lax b y wearing business s u i t s .
A n o t h e r difference i s in terminology:
t h e equivalent t o p r o s e c u t o r in Canada i s t h e d i s t r i c t a t t o r n e y in t h e United States.
I t should b e apparent from t h i s discussion o f differences between t h e t w o courtroom systems t h a t Canadians who view American television shows p o r t r a y i n g lawyers in a United States courtroom may develop false opinions about c o r r e sp o n d i n g a c t i v i t y in Canadian courtrooms.
B y assessing beliefs about courtroom a c t i v i t y h e l d b y Canadian television viewers one o u g h t t o be able t o assess t h e effects o f television p r o g r a m c o n t e n t produced in t h e U n i t e d States. T h i s in turn shou I d enable persons i n t e r e s t e d in legal communication t o examine t h e effects o f television p r o g r a m content u p o n viewers beliefs a n d a t t i t u d e s about t h e legal system. T r a d i t i o n a l l y t h e television effects model has been linear in n a t u r e .
I t i s assumed t h a t t h e content o f television p r oGerbner, ~r o s s : grams d i r e c t l y affects t h e a t t i t u d e s a n d beliefs o f viewers TV I S Central
w i t h o u t i n t e r a c t i n g w i t h o t h e r social a n d c u l t u r a l i n s t i t u t i o n s . G e r b n e r a n d Gross (1976) u n d e r s t a n d t h a t television is t h e " c e n t r a l c u l t u r a l arm o f American society" socializing people i n t o stable social p a t t e r n s . Q l e v i s i o n i s t h e medium which ,sp g i v e s people "standardized roles a n d behaviors. 'I These researchers have f o u n d among American viewers a d i r e c t relationship between t h e number o f h o u r s spent v i e w i n g television a n d t h e development o f a f o r t r e s s mentality o r mean w o r l d syndrome.
T h i s r e f e r s t o a belief system which o v e restimates t h e amount o f crime a n d violence in society, leads t o d i s t r u s t o f o t h e r people, overexaggerates t h e e x t e n t o f t h r e a t and d a n g e r in t h e neighbourhood, a n d leads t o demands f o r increased police protection. G e r b n e r ' s research indicates t h a t t h e mean w o r l d s y ndrome i s d i r e c t l y related t o t h e amount o f time spent watching television.
He does n o t find a n y o t h e r mediating variables a f f e c t i n g t h e development o f a f o r t r e s s mentality.
Research by Doob (1976) and T a t e (1976) indicates t h a t a t least f o r Canadians o t h e r factors a r e more i m p o r t a n t t h a n television v i e w i n g . T h i s does not, o f course, negate t h e f i n d i n g s o f G e r b n e r f o r viewers in t h e U n i t e d States. DeFleur (1970) views mass communication as a social system o p e r a t i n g w i t h i n t h e set o f social and c u l t u r a l condi-t i o n s w h i c h a r e N o r t h American society. T h i s v i e w p o i n t allows f o r a more complex model o f t e l e v i s i o n i n f l u e n c e s u p o n v i e w e r s b e l i e f systems. T e l e v i s i o n v i e w i n g i s n o t a d i s c r e t e i n d i v i d u a l h e h a v i o u r w h i c h c a n b e isolated f r o m t h e r e s t o f a p e r s o n ' s d a i l y l i f e .
S t e i n e r ' s (1963) n a t i o n w i d e s u r v e y in t h e U n i t e d States showed t h a t t e l e v i s i o n i s v i e w e d m o s t l y by household g r o u p s w h o a r e f r e q u e n t l y i n t e r a c t i n g w i t h one a n o t h e r w h i l e t h e p r o g r a m i s o n . Canadian r e s e a r c h by T a t e (1976) showed t h a t t h r e e f o u r t h s o f p e r s o n s v i e w i n g television w a t c h it w i t h f a m i l y o r f r i e n d s . T e l e v i s i o n v i e w i n g i s a social a c t i v i t y . I t i s o n l y one p a r t o f a n i n d i v i d u a l ' s a c t i v i t y a n d possible i n f o r m a t i o n sources.
T h e e f f e c t o f t e l e v i s i o n w i l l b e accentuated if o t h e r sources of i n f o r m a t i o n a r e a b s e n t f r o m t h e social system. Tv Effect High L a z a r s f e l d a n d M e r t o n (1948) a r g u e d t h a t t h e mass media w i l l In some Areas h a v e a n e f f e c t u p o n beliefs a n d a t t i t u d e s if 1) t h e y h a v e monopoly c o n t r o l o f all i n f o r m a t i o n sources, 2) a r e r e i n f o r c e d by i n t e r p e r s o n a l communication, a n d 3 ) can canalize o r c h a nnel e x i s t i n g motivations a n d b e h a v i o u r s i n t o s l i g h t l y d i f f e r e n t b e h a v i o u r s . Schramm (1973) states t h a t mass communication i s q u i t e e f f i c i e n t in i m p l a n t i n g information, beliefs, a n d e v e n values i n areas w h e r e n o s t r o n g l y h e l d p o s i t i o n s r e a d i l y e x i s t . T h u s , if a new element o f i n f o r m a t i o n i s j u d g e d t o b e i n t e r e s t i n g a n d c r e d i b l e , a n d if it f i t s i n t o a c o g n i t i v e area w h e r e it does n o t h a v e t o face s t r o n g e x i s t i n g b e l i e f s a n d a t t i t u d e s o r c o n f i r m s , c l a r i f i e s , e x t e n d s o r s l i g h t l y canalizes a p a r t o f one's c o g n i t i v e h o l d i n g s , t h e r e i s a good chance o f i t s b e i n g accepted (Schramm, 1973, 208) .
T o t h e e x t e n t t h e n t h a t t e l e v i s i o n p r o g r a m m i n g c o n t e n t i s t h e o n l y i n f o r m a t i o n available t o t h e i n d i v i d u a l a b o u t c o u r troom a c t i v i t y , t o t h e e x t e n t t h a t t h e s e b e l i e f s a r e new o r t e n t a t i v e l y h e l d , o r t o t h e e x t e n t t h a t t e l e v i s i o n i n f o r m a t i o n i s similar t o i n f o r m a t i o n r e c e i v e d f r o m o t h e r i
n t e r p e r s o n a l sources a n d mass media source, t e l e v i s i o n p r o g r a m m i n g cont e n t w i l l b e i n f l u e n t i a l in e s t a b l i s h i n g beliefs, a t t i t u d e s , a n d values a b o u t t h e legal system.
T o t h e e x t e n t t h a t t h e r e a r e competing sources o f legal i n f o r m a t i o n in t h e i n d i v i d u a l s e n v i r o n m e n t it can b e e x p e c t e d t h a t t e l e v i s i o n i n f o r m a t i o n w i l l b e v i e w e d as false a n d i r r e l e v a n t t o t h e i n d i v i d u a l s u n d e rs t a n d i n g o f t h e legal system. Given t h i s u n d e r s t a n d i n g o f t h e complexity o f t h e relat i o n s h i p between information contained in television legal programs a n d t h e development o f beliefs about t h e legal system in people, it was hypothesized t h a t :
T h e r e i s an i n v e r s e relationship between t h e perceived influence o f television shows about lawyers a n d knowledge o f t h e Canadian judicial process.
Specifically t h i s means t h a t those who perceive television law shows t o b e i n f l u e n t i a l as a source o f information about t h e legal process a r e more l i k e l y t o believe t h e following inaccuracies about t h e Canadian courtroom:
an American t y p e o f v o i r d i r e i s employed in j u r y selection; t h e prosecutor i s --known as t h e d i s t r i c t a t t o r n e y ; witnesses t e s t i f y s i t t i n g down; lawyers wear s u i t s in t h e courtroom; lawyers o f t e n t r y t o t r a p a p e r s o n whom t h e y believe t o b e guilty i n t o confessing while u n d e r questioning o n t h e witness stand d u r i n g a t r i a l ; lawyers may call a witness a l i a r while t e s t i f y i n g ; television courtroom dramas a r e j u s t l i k e real c o u r t t r i a l s ; and, P e r r y Mason i s a good example o f a real lawyer.
Other Sources
A second hypothesis which develops f r o m an u n d e rAre Important s t a n d i n g o f t h e mass media as one p a r t o f t h e total social system i s :
-4%
S t u d e n t s who r e p o r t e i t h e r h a v i n g observed o r being a defendent in a high c o u r t t r i a l will have more accurate beliefs o f t h e judicial process t h a n respondents who r e p o r t no courtroom experience.
As t h e i n d i v i d u a l g r o w s and is educated o t h e r information
sources concerning t h e legal system become available. I n f o rmation received f r o m these sources replaces and c o r r e c t s t h e information received from television legal programs.
As t h e i n d i v i d u a l v i s i t s t h e courtroom a n d i n t e r a c t s w i t h persons w i t h i n t h e legal profession t h e inaccurate ideas accepted from television c o n t e n t a r e replaced b y information d e r i v e d from t h i s i n t e r a c t i o n .
T h i s information may v a r y in accuracy b u t c e r t a i n l y personal experience i s more c r e d i b l e t h a n ideas d e r i v e d f r o m impersonal sources such as television. Mass communication can shape impressions o f r e a l i t y o n l y in so f a r as it i s n o t in competition w i t h o t h e r sources o f information a n d personal experience.
Method :
A q u e s t i o n n a i r e u t i l i z i n g t w e n t y -f o u r L i k e r t -t y p e statements w h i c h t e s t knowledge o f t h e Canadian j u d i c i a l system was developed.
T h e q u e s t i o n n a i r e was p r e t e s t e d in a second
Likert-type y e a r social p s y c h o l o g y c o u r s e a n d items in w h i c h w o r d i n g was Statements u n c l e a r w e r e removed o r r e w r i t t e n . Questions i n c l u d e d in t h e q u e s t i o n n a i r e r e p r e s e n t e d i n f o r m a t i o n w h i c h c o u l d b e gained f r o m w a t c h i n g t e l e v i s i o n p r o g r a m s t a k i n g place in a c o u r troom, e -g . , p r o p e r d r e s s f o r lawyers, s t a n d i n g while g i v i n g testimony, e t c . , a n d some i n f o r m a t i o n w h i c h c o u l d n o t b e g a i n e d f r o m w a t c h i n g t e l e v i s i o n e.g., j u r y selection p r o c ed u r e s , p r e p a r a t i o n o f t h e l i s t o f p r o s p e c t i v e j u r o r s , t h e meaning o f b e i n g t o l d t o s t a n d by, e t c . T h e q u e s t i o n n a i r e also contained a semantic d i f f e r e n t i a l t y p e f o r m a t a s k i n g t h e r e s p o n d e n t t o i n d i c a t e how i n f l u e n t i a l o r n o t i n f l u e n t i a l p a r e n t s , school teachers, f r i e n d s , magazines, novels, motion p i c t u r e s , television, e t c . h a d been o n t h e i r knowledge o f t h e judicial process.
C o n s t r a i n t s u p o n time a n d f i n a n c i a l r e s o u r c e s mandated t h a t a n a v a i l a b i l i t y sample b e u t i l i z e d .
Since one issue o f c o n c e r n was t h e e f f e c t o f education a n d age o n a c c u r a t e
knowledge (see T r a c h , 1975), it was decided t o use p e r s o n s o f d i f f e r e n t ages in t h e s t u d y .
A p p r o x i m a t e l y 100 s t u d e n t s in each o f g r a d e e i g h t classes, g r a d e t w e l v e classes, a n d f i r s t y e a r u n i v e r s i t y sociology classes w e r e a s k e d t o complete t h e q u e s t i o n n a i r e .
F o r t y -s e v e n f i r s t y e a r law s t u d e n t s also completed t h e q u e s t i o n n a i r e .
A t o t a l o f 355 s t u d e n t s comp l e t e d t h e q u e s t i o n n a i r e .
T h e q u e s t i o n n a i r e was d i s t r i b u t e d u n i f o r m l y . T h e t e a c h e r o r p r o f e s s o r o f t h e class selected i n t r o d u c e d t h e second a u t h o r as a sociology g r a d u a t e s t u d e n t who h a d a q u e s t i o n n a i r e w h i c h t h e class was r e q u e s t e d t o complete. T h e i n t e r v i e w e r t h e n a d v i s e d t h a t complete a n o n y m i t y w o u l d b e g i v e n .
U p o n completion t h e q u e s t i o n n a i r e s w e r e collected a n d t h e class was t o l d a b o u t t h e s t u d y .
E i g h t s t u d e n t s declined t o answer t h e q u e s t i o n n a i r e : all e x p l a i n e d t h a t t h e y h a d j u s t immigrated t o Canada a n d hence c o u l d n o t m e a n i n g f u l l y r e s p o n d t o t h e q u e s t i o n n a i r e .
T h e s e s t u d e n t s w e r e e x c l u d e d f r o m t h e s t u d y .
Results:
T (1969) .
T a b l e O n e indicates t h e item-total c o r r e l a t i o n a n d c o e f f i c i e n t o f r e l i a b i l i t y f o r t h e q u e s t i o n s u s e d t o develop t h e composite " T V k n o w l e d g e . "
Seven items make up t h i s composite. T h e y a r e :
1)
In Canada, l a w y e r s a r e allowed t o q u e s t i o n p r o s p e ct i v e j u r o r s b e f o r e a c c e p t i n g them f o r j u r y d u t y ( a n i n c o r r e c t statement).
2) L a w y e r s o f t e n t r y t o t r a p a p e r s o n whom t h e y b e l i e v e t o b e guilty i n t o c o n f e s s i n g w h i l e u n d e r q u e s t i o n i n g o n t h e w i t n e s s s t a n d d u r i n g t h e t r i a l ( i n c o r r e c t ) .
,&+
3)
In Canadian c o u r t s , t h o s e w h o t e s t i f y u s u a l l y g i v e t h e i r t e s t i m o n y s t a n d i n g ( c o r r e c t ) .
)
In Canada, t h e D i s t r i c t A t t o r n e y i s t h e p r o s e c u t o r f o r t h e g o v e r n m e n t ( i n c o r r e c t ) .
5 ) I t i s p r o p e r f o r a l a w y e r t o call a witness a l i a r w h i l e h e i s q u e s t i o n i n g t h e witness u n d e r o a t h during t h e t r i a l ( i n c o r r e c t ) .
T V c o u r t r o o m dramas a r e just' l i k e r e a l c o u r t t r i a l s ( i n c o r r e c t ) .
7)
P e r r y Mason i s a good example o f a r e a l l a w y e r ( i n c o r r e c t ) . 
8) I n t h e h i g h c o u r t s o f Canada

TV Lacks Monopoly
I t s h o u l d b e n o t e d t h a t item one was d r o p p e d f r o m t h e comp o s i t e because i t s item-total c o r r e l a t i o n was -.14. I t d i d n o t meet t h e c r i t e r i o n t h a t it c o r r e l a t e w i t h t h e composite a t g r e a t e r t h a n + . 3 5 .
A l l o t h e r items met t h e c r i t e r i a o f a p o s i t i v e c o r r e l a t i o n g r e a t e r t h a n I /~N , a n d s i x t y p e r c e n t o r more o f them h a v e p o s i t i v e i n t e r -i t e m c o r r e l a t i o n s f a l l i n g w i t h i n a r e l a t i v e l y small r a n g e ( W a r r e n e t at., 1969, 14-16).
T h e most i n f l u e n t i a l s o u r c e o f i n f o r m a t i o n a b o u t t h e j u d i c i a l p r o c e s s f o r these r e s p o n d e n t s i s t e l e v i s i o n shows a b o u t l a w y e r s .
However, t h e p e r c e i v e d i n f l u e n c e o f shows a b o u t l a w y e r s i s o n l y s l i g h t l y more i n f l u e n t i a l t h a n television documentaries, p a r e n t s , a n d Note: The higher the mean the greater perceived influence of source.
motion p i c t u r e s (see T a b l e T w o ) . A simple one-to-one r e l a t i o n s h i p between t e l e v i s i o n p r o g r a m s w i t h l a w y e r s a n d knowledge o f t h e j u d i c i a l process does n o t e x i s t . Moreover, television does n o t h a v e a monopoly in. g i v i n g i n f o r m a t i o n a b o u t t h e judicial system. T h e r e a r e some i n t e r e s t i n g v a r i a t i o n s in most i n f l u e n t i a l s o u r c e between t h e d i f f e r e n t g r o u p s o f s t u d e n t s . T a b l e T w o indicates t h a t g r a d e e i g h t s t u d e n t s p e r c e i v e t h e i r p a r e n t s as b e i n g t h e i r most i n f l u e n t i a l s o u r c e o f i n f o r m a t i o n a b o u t t h e j u d i c i a l process. T h i s i s followed by t e l e v i s i o n shows a b o u t l a w y e r s , documentaries, motion p i c t u r e s , a n d newspaper accounts o f t r i a l s . Grade t y e l v e s t u d e n t s a n d f i r s t y e a r u n i v e r s i t y s t u d e n t s r e l y up& t e l e v i s i o n p r o g r a m s , document a r i e s , motion p i c t u r e s , r a t h e r t h a n t h e i r p a r e n t s f o r i n f o r m at i o n . U n i v e r s i t y s t u d e n t s also turn t o t h e i r f r i e n d s f o r i n f o r m a t i o n a b o u t t h e c o u r t system. F i r s t y e a r law s t u d e n t s r e l y u p o n lawyers, v i s i t s t o courtrooms, a n d t e l e v i s i o n d o c umentaries f o r i n f o r m a t i o n a b o u t t h e judicial p r o c e s s . T h e law s t u d e n t s r a n k e d television p r o g r a m s a b o u t l a w y e r s in ninth place among t h e t w e l v e possible sources o f i n f o r m a t i o n . T h e h y p o t h e s i s t h a t t h e r e w o u l d b e a n i n v e r s e r e l a t i o ns h i p between t h e p e r c e i v e d i n f l u e n c e o f television a n d accur a t e knowledge o f c o u r t r o o m p r o c e d u r e was s u p p o r t e d by t h e d a t a . T h e c o r r e l a t i o n between p e r c e i v e d i n f l u e n c e o f t e l e v ision p r o g r a m s a b o u t l a w y e r s a n d knowledge o f c o u r t r o o m p r o c e d u r e s was r x = -. 33 ( p = .001). T h e more i n f l u e n t i a l television is percelbed t o be, t h e less a c c u r a t e a r e t h e beliefs a b o u t t h e Canadian c o u r t system. P a r t i a l c o r r e l a t i o n s w e r e calculated t o d e t e r m i n e w h e t h e r t h e r e l a t i o n s h i p between t h e p e r c e i v e d i n f l u e n c e o f t e l e v i s i o n law p r o g r a m s a n d knowledge o f t h e c o u r t r o o m system would change w h e n t h e e f f e c t s o f o t h e r sources o f i n f o r m a t i o n were
c o n t r o l l e d .
T h e p a r t i a l c o r r e l a t i o n s f u r t h e r s u p p o r t e d t h e h y p o t h e s i s .
When t h e combination o f s o u r c e s w e r e c o n t r o l l e d f o r in second a n d t h i r d o r d e r c o r r e l a t i o n s , t h e c o r r e l a t i o n b e t w e e n t e l e v i s i o n legal p r o g r a m s a n d k n o w l e d g e r a n g e d o n l y b e t w e e n -. 38 ( t h e z e r o u n d e r c o r r e l a t i o n ) a n d -. 21.
M u l t i p l e r e g r e s s i o n a n a l y s i s was u s e d t o f u r t h e r e x p l o r e Regression t h e e f f e c t o f o t h e r sources o f i n f o r m a t i o n u p o n k n o w l e d g e o f
Explores Effect t h e c o u r t r o o m p r o c e s s (see T a b l e T h r e e ) .
When t h e t h i r t e e n v a r i a b l e s , s t u d e n t t y p e a n d t h e t w e l v e s o u r c e s o f i n f o r m a t i o n , a r e t a k e n simultaneously, t h e p e r c e i v e d i n f l u e n c e o f t e l e v i s i o n p r o g r a m s a b o u t l a w y e r s i s t h e second most i n f l u e n t i a l f a c t o r a f f e c t i n g k n o w l e d g e o f c o u r t r o o m p r o c e d u r e .
T h e t w e l v e s o u r c e s o f i n f o r m a t i o n a n d s t u d e n t t y p e a c c o u n t f o r 30% of t h e v a r i a n c e .
S t u d e n t t y p e a c c o u n t e d f o r s i x t e e n p e r c e n t (16%) o f t h e v a r i a t i o n in k n o w l e d g e o f c o u r t r o o m p r o c e d u r e s . T e l e v i s i o n p r o g r a m s a b o u t l a w y e r s a c c o u n t e d f o r t h e n e x t l a r g e s t amount o f v a r i a n c e (8%) w i t h l a w y e r s , novels, a n d p a r e n t s e x p l a i n i n g o t h e r s i g n i f i c a n t
p o r t i o n s o f v a r i a t i o n . T h e m u l t i p l e r e g r e s s i o n a n a l y s i s also s u p p o r t s t h e h y p o t h e s i s . T h e f a c t t h a t s t u d e n t t y p e i s t h e most i n f l u e n t i a l s h o u l d n o t s u r p r i s e o n e s i n c e t h e r e s p o n d e n t s w e r e d r a w n f r o m classrooms r a n g i n g f r o m g r a d e e i g h t t o f i r s t y e a r law school.
T h e second h y p o t h e s i s r $ f e r s t o c o u r t r o o m e x p e r i e n c e as a c o r r e c t i v e f o r false infomf7ation o b t a i n e d f r o m t e l e v i s i o n . T h e d a t a o n l y p a r t i a l l y s u p p o r t t h i s h y p o t h e s i s . As i n d i c a t e d in T a b l e F o u r t w e n t y -n i n e p e r c e n t o f t h e r e s p o n d e n t s h a d c o u r t r o o m e x p e r i e n c e i n e i t h e r h i g h o r low Canadian c o u r t . T h i s v a r i e s w i t h age w i t h t h e f i r s t y e a r law s t u d e n t s h a v e more e x p e r i e n c e t h a n o t h e r s t u d e n t t y p e s .
T h e seven q u e s t i o n composite I 1 T V knowledge1' has a r a n g e o f 7 t o 35.
T h o s e w i t h c o u r t r o o m e x p e r i e n c e h a d a mean o f 24.31 w h i l e t h o s e w i t h o u t c o u r t r o o m e x p e r i e n c e h a d a
mean o f 22.02. T h i s d i f f e r e n c e i s s i g n i f i c a n t a t t h e .001 l e v e l . When t h e r e s u i t s a r e examined b y t a k i n g i n t o a c c o u n t s t u d e n t . t y p e a d i f f e r e n t p a t t e r n i s f o u n d (see T a b l e F i v e ) . T h e d i f f e r e n c e between t h o s e w i t h a n d t h o s e w i t h o u t c o u r troom e x p e r i e n c e i s n o t s t a t i s t i c a l l y s i g n i f i c a n t f o r g r a d e e i g h t s t u d e n t s , u n i v e r s i t y a r t s s t u d e n t s , a n d law s t u d e n t s .
O n l y g r a d e t w e l v e s t u d e n t s d i s p l a y a s i g n i f i c a n t d i f f e r e n c e i n k n o w l e d g e b e t w e e n t h o s e w h o h a v e h a d c o u r t r o o m e x p e r i e n c e a n d t h o s e who h a v e n e v e r been in a c o u r t r o o m . S i m i l a r l y o n l y t h i r t y -t h r e e u n i v e r s i t y a r t s s t u d e n t s h a d c o u r t r o o m e x p e r i e n c e .
Also, o n l y t h i r t e e n f i r s t y e a r law s t u d e n t s d o n o t h a v e some c o u r t r o o m e x p e r i e n c e . T h e s e small sample sizes s h o u l d b e t a k e n i n t o a c c o u n t when c o n s i d e r i n g t h i s data.
T
T h e d i f f e r e n c e s w i t h i n t h e o t h e r t h r e e s t u d e n t g r o u p s w e r e n o t s t a t i s t i c a l l y s i g n i f ic a n t .
P e r h a p s , m a n y o f t h o s e w h o g o t o c o u r t d o n o t c l e a r l y remember w h a t h a p p e n e d .
D i s c u s s i o n :
TV ~o t Lone
B e l i e f s a b o u t t h e j u d i c i a l s y s t e m a r e a r e s u l t o f e x p e r i -I n f l u e n t i a l ence a n d l e a r n i n g t h r o u g h o u t l i f e .
T h e mass media d o n o t o p e r a t e in a v a c u u m . T h e i m p a c t o f t e l e v i s i o n m u s t b e u n d e rs t o o d in r e l a t i o n t o t h e t o t a l complex o f social r e l a t i o n s h i p s a n d social i n t e r a c t i o n s w i t h i n w h i c h a u d i e n c e members h a v e f u n c t i o n e d p r i o r t o , d u r i n d C a n d a f t e r t h e i r e x p o s u r e t o i n f o r m a t i o n .
When t h e mass media a r e a b l e t o o p e r a t e w i t h some monopoly u p o n i n f o r m a t i o n t h e y c a n b e more i n f l u e n t i a l t h a n w h e n o t h e r social i n s t i t u t i o n s also p r o v i d e i n f o r m a t i o n f o r t h e i n d i v i d u a l . E v e n t h o u g h t e l e v i s i o n University arts students F i r s t year law students p r o g r a m s a b o u t l a w y e r s a r e p r o d u c e d f o r e n t e r t a i n m e n t a n d u t i l i z e d by t h e v i e w e r f o r e n t e r t a i n m e n t o r relaxation, t h e v i e w e r s l e a r n f r o m w a t c h i n g t h e p r o g r a m .
A t t h e time o f t h i s s t u d y
Because knowledge o f t h e Canadian judicial process i s i n v e r s e l y r e l a t e d t o reliance u p o n t As o t h e r sources o f i n f o r m a t i o n become available a l o n g w i t h personal experience, t h e e f f e c t s caused by t h e monopoly h e l d by t e l e v i s i o n a n d o t h e r mass media can b e overcome. P a r e n t can also h e l p t o overcome t h e i n f l u e n c e o f t e l e v i s i o n by d i s c u s s i n g t h e legal process w i t h t h e i r c h i ld r e n . C e r t a i n l y t h i s data i n d i c a t e s t h a t y o u n g e r c h i l d r e n r e l y more u p o n t h e i r p a r e n t s f o r i n f o r m a t i o n t h a n t h e y r e l y u p o n t e l e v i s i o n a n d o t h e r media. F i n a l l y it s h o u l d b e remembered t h a t t h e q u e s t i o n n a i r e u t i l i z e d in t h i s s t u d y m e a s u r e d m o r e i n f o r m a t i o n a b o u t t h e c o u r t s y s t e m t h a n s i m p l y t h e r a t h e r i n c o n s e q u e n t i a l i n f o r m at i o n c o n t a i n e d in t h e composite d i s c u s s e d a b o v e .
T h e s e q u e s t i o n s m e a s u r i n g " g e n e r a l k n o w l e d g e " a b o u t t h e c o u r t s y s t e m did n o t c o r r e l a t e t o g e t h e r .
S i m i l a r l y n o d i f f e r e n c e s w e r e f o u n d among r e s p o n d e n t s w h e n r e p l y i n g t o t h e s e q u e st i o n s .
S t a t i s t i c a l t e s t s s h o w e d n o s i g n i f i c a n t d i f f e r e n c e s b e t w e e n s t u d e n t g r o u p s , o r p e r s o n s h a v i n g / n o t h a v i n g c o u r troom e x p e r i e n c e , o n t h e s e items. T h e s e q u e s t i o n s , w h i c h c o n c e r n e d t h e p r o c e s s o f j u r y selection, t h e First Y e a r Law r o l e o f t h e s h e r i f f in d e v e l o p i n g t h e j u r y l i s t , a n d t h e meanLike L a y m e n On ing o f s t a n d -b y , a r e t o o t e c h n i c a l f o r a l a y audience. S u c h S l l P r l f f , S t a n d -t h i n g s a r e n o t s h o w n o n t e l e v i s i o n o r d i s c u s s e d in t h e media. by, J u r y Roles I t w o u l d a p p e a r f a i r t o c o n c l u d e t h a t t h e l a y a u d i e n c e h a s l i t t l e , if a n y , i n f o r m a t i o n a b o u t t h e s e a s p e c t s o f t h e legal p r o c e s s . I n f a c t , e v e n t h e f i r s t y e a r law s t u d e n t s w e r e u n i n f o r m e d a b o u t t h e s e m a t t e r s s i n c e t h e y did n o b e t t e r t h a n o t h e r s t u d e n t s w h e n a n s w e r i n g t h e m . O n l y b y h a v i n g c o u r 1 -room e x p e r i e n c e , o r h a v i n g t h e m e x p l a i n e d t o one, c a n a p e r s o n come t o u n d e r s t a n d t h e m . C e r t a i n l y f u r t h e r r e s e a r c h n e e d s t o b e c a r r i e d o n int.0 t h i s q u e s t i o n o f t h e d e g r e e o f i n f l u e n c e t e l e v i s i o n has o n b e l i e f s a n d a t t i t u d e s t o w a r d s t h e legal s y s t e m .
T t ! i s s t u d y was p r e l i m i n a r y in n a t u r e a n d f o c u s e d u p o n m i n o r p r a c t i c e s in C a n a d i a n c o u r t r o o m s .
A l t h o u g h t h i s m i n o r i n f o r m a t i o n i s t h e t y p e p o r t r a y e d in most c o u r t r o o m t e l e v i s~o n p r o g r a m s .
Res e a r c h c o n d u c t e d b y F o u t s (1976) f o u n d t h a t c h i l d r e n ?%tic; w a t c h e d v i o l e n t t e l e v i s i o n p r o g r a m s t e n d e d t o h a v e hicjner i n t e l l i g e n c e t h a n o t h e r c h i l d r e n as well as m o r e p r o a t t~t u d e s a b o u t p o l i c e a n d c o u r t s .
F o u t s u t i l i z e d a developrr;er;tal ntodel a r g u i n g t h a t as t h e c h i l d d e v e l o p s c o g n i t i v e l y , h e o r she comes t o u n d e r s t a n d t h e e r r o r s i n t e l e v i s i o n p r o g r a m c o n t e n t . T h e w o r k o f F o u t s i n d i c a t e s t h a t a b r o a d e r scope needs t o b e t a k e n t h a n t h e t r a d i t i o n a l l i n e a r model u s e d i n most e f f e c t s r e s e a r c h .
S i m i l a r l y t h i s s t u d y succeeded in o n l y e x p l a i n i n g t h i r t y p e r c e n t o f t h e v a r i a n c e .
A b r o a d e r scope c o n s i d e r i n g m o r e v a r i a b l e s in l i g h t o f a c o g n i t i v e deveiopme:7t n~o d e l w i l l u n d o u b t e d l y b e m o r e s a t i s f a c t o r y in e x a m i n i n g t h i s i s s u e .
